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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The references listed on the information disclosure statement filed on 08/26/2005 
and 01/06/2005 have been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO - 1449). 

Specification 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 4 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims land 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Vantalon et al (US 7,216,358 B1). 
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As to claim 1, Vantalon discloses a television system (see column 3, lines 66 - 
67), comprising: 

a media encoder (48) having an input for accepting an incoming video media stream 
(see column 7, lines 10 - 16); 

a first storage location (46) coupled to the media encoder and structured to buffer 
an encoded media stream (see column 7, lines 16 - 17) ; 

a processor (42) structured to generate signals to copy portions of the buffered 
media stream to an interface for removable media (28) (see column 7, lines 33 - 35) ; 

a second storage location (36) structured to store encoded data retrieved from 
the interface (see column 5, lines 19-30 and column 7, lines 24-27); and 

a decoder (33) coupled to the second storage location and structured to deliver 
an outgoing video stream (see column 5, lines 19 - 23). 

As to claim 2, Vantalon discloses the television system of claim 1 wherein the 
interface comprises a slot structured to hold a PCMCIA card (see column 6, lines 57 - 
59 and column 7, lines 35 - 36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 3, 4, 5 - 6 and 9 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vantalon in view of Hong et al (US 2002/0039245 A1 ). 

As to claim 3, Vantalon discloses the television system of claim 1 but does not 
disclose wherein the interface is structured to hold more than one removable media 
simultaneously. 

Hong discloses wherein the interface is structured to hold more than one 
removable media simultaneously (see [36] and [40]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have an interface structured to hold more than one removable 
media simultaneously taught by Hong to the apparatus of Vantalon to expand the 
storage capacity of the device (see [003]). 

As to claim 4, Hong discloses the television system of claim 1 wherein the 
interface comprises a set of pins structured to connect to a removable media item to the 
processor (laptop) (see [35] and [36]). 

As to claim 5, Hong discloses the television system of claim 3 wherein the 
interface comprises: 

a first set of pins (222a) structured to connect a first piece of removable media to 
the processor (see [36]); and 

a second set of pins (222b) structured to connect a second piece of removable 
media to the processor (see [36]). 
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As to claim 6, Hong discloses the television system of claim 5 wherein at least 
one of the pins from the first set connects to a same input of the processor as at least 
one of the pins from the second set (see [36]). 

Grounds for rejecting claims 3-6 apply for claims 9-12 respectively in its 
entirety. 

8. Claims 7 - 8, 13 - 15 and 18 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vantalon in view of Bezzant et al (US 6,01 4,71 7), 

As to claim 7, Vantalon discloses an audio/video system (see column 5, lines 35 
- 38), comprising: 

a media encoder (48) having an input for accepting a media stream (see column 
7, lines 10-16), and having a control input (17) for accepting a command to encode 
the media stream (see column 7, lines 17 - 20); 

a storage location (46) coupled to the media .encoder and structured to buffer an 
encoded media stream(see column 7, lines 16-17); 

a controller (17) coupled to the media encoder and to the storage location, the 
controller structured to accept a command from the media encoder after the encoded 
media stream is stored in the storage location (see column 5, lines 38 - 51 and column 
7, lines 17-20); 

a processor (42) structured to generate signals to copy portions of the buffered 
media stream to the interface when removable media (28) is coupled to the interface 
(see column 7, lines 33 - 35). 
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Vantalon does not disclose a detector structured to detect presence of removable 
media coupled to an interface of the controller. 

Bezzant discloses a detector (108) structured to detect presence of removable 
media coupled to an interface of the controller (see column 5, lines 2-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added a detector taught by Bezzant to the device of 
Vantalon to improve the speed and efficiency of the system (see column 1 , lines 25 - 
30). 

As to claim 8, Vantalon discloses the system of claim 7 wherein the interface (70) 
(see column 6, line 59) comprises a slot structured to hold a PCMCIA card (see column 
7, lines 35 - 36). 

Regarding claim 13, this is a method claim corresponding to the apparatus claim 
7. Therefore claim 13 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 7. 

As to claim 14, Bezzant discloses the method of claim 13 wherein detecting the 
presence of removable media comprises interrogating a PCMCIA slot to determine if a 
PC card is inserted therein (see column 5, lines 2 - 8). 

As to claim 15, Vantalon discloses the method of claim 13, further comprising: 
generating signals to transmit data from the removable media (see column 7, lines 29 - 
33) to a decoder (33) (see column 5, lines 35 - 38). 

Grounds for rejecting claims 14 and 15 apply for claims 18 and 19 respectively in 
its entirety. 
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9. Claim 16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vantalon in view of Bezzant as applied to claims 7 and 13 above, and further in view of 
Chung et al (US 2004/0150637 A1). 

As to claim 16, Vantalon in view of Bezzant discloses the method of claim 13 but 
does not disclose wherein generating signals to transmit data comprises executing a 
java applet. 

Chung discloses wherein generating signals to transmit data comprises 
executing a java applet (see [41]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added executing a java applet taught by Chung to the 
apparatus of Vantalon in view of Bezzant so that applets and mark up documents are 
simultaneously displayed when displaying the markup document linked to the applets 
(see [007]). 

Grounds for rejecting claim 16 apply for claim 20 in its entirety. 

10. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vantalon 
in view of Bezzant as applied to claims 7 and 13 above, and further in view of McMillen 
et al (US 4,630,258). 

As to claim 17, this claim is similar to claim 13 only in that the limitation 
"generating signals to mark as unoccupied portions of the buffer from which data has 
been transmitted to the removable media" is additionally cited. 
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McMillen clearly discloses status signals indicative of full/empty status of each of 
the memory locations in memory (see column 2, lines 49 - 53). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have added the status signals indicative of full/empty status of 
each of the memory locations in memory taught by McMillen to the apparatus of 
Vantalon in view of Bezzant to reduce the output port contention among data packets 
arriving at the same input port (see column 1, lines 7-15). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US 6,016,402 discloses removable disk drives. 

Priority 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Oluwaseun A. Adegeye whose telephone number is 
571-270-171 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 - 5:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

06/07/2007 
O.A 




